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have brought forward of which I have not already in my Meditations
given a solution and ruled out of court. (For those objections about
insects bred by the sun, about the natives of Canada, the people of
Nineveh, the Turks, etc., cannot occur to those who follow the way I
have pointed out, and abstract for a time from everything due to
the senses, in order to pay heed to the dictates of the pure and un-
corrupted reason, and consequently I thought that I had adequately
barred them out.) But though this is so, I consider that these
objections of yours will aid my purpose. For I scarce expect to
have any readers who will care to attend so accurately to all that I
have written as to bear in memory all that has gone before, when
they have come to the end ; and those who do not do so will easily
fall into certain perplexities, which they will either find to be
satisfactorily explained in this reply of mine, or which will occasion
them to examine into the truth still further.

Further, in the matter of the counsel you give me about pro-
pounding my arguments in geometrical fashion, in order that the
reader may perceive them as it were with a single glance1, it is worth
while setting forth here the extent to which I have followed this
method and that to which I intend in future to follow it. Now there
are two things that I distinguish in the geometrical mode of writing,
viz. the order and the method of proof.

The order consists merely in putting forward those things first
that should be known without the aid of what conies subsequently,
and arranging all other matters so that their proof depends solely
on what precedes them. I certainly tried to follow this order as
accurately as possible in my Meditations; and it was through keep-
ing to this that I treated of the distinction between the mind and
the body, not in the second Meditation, but finally in the sixth, and
deliberately and consciously omitted much, because it required an
explanation of much else besides.

Further, the method of proof is two-fold, one being analytic, the
other synthetic.

Analysis shows the true way by which a thing was methodically
discovered and derived, as it were effect from cause3, so that, if the
reader care to follow it and give sufficient attention to everything,
he understands the matter no less perfectly and makes it as much
his own as if he had himself discovered it. But it contains nothing
to incite belief in an inattentive or hostile reader; for if the very
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